Introduction
This paper aims to shed light on the challenges related to locating and accessing archival sources on Lebanon and tries to demonstrate the way political, administrative, and ethnic history can determine and justify their availability locally and regionally. It explores the various regimes that have influenced the shaping of the history of Lebanon and that have left a written legacy and archival collection related to that history.
This research paper also outlines the obstacles that can hinder access to such archival sources. Based on a case study of a collection of diplomatic archival materials donated to the American University of Beirut (AUB) in 2014, it examines the reshaping of this archival content to answer the following question: are "endangered" archives just documents and sources that suffered some kind of physical disaster? For more than 500 years, historical material related to the Middle East, including what is now the Republic of Lebanon, has suffered loss, damage, and dispersion, 1. Jacques Derrida. Archive Fever: A Freudian Impression (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1996), 29.
2. Lebanon has witnessed foreign intervention resulting in the constitution of administrations, which have generated correspondence in the form of reports, letters, diaries, and the like. Such documents have recorded the geopolitical and administrative constitution of the region. 
Historical Sources and Challenges Regarding Availability of Archival Sources The Ottoman Empire: History
From the beginning of the sixteenth century until 1915, Lebanon, like other regions in the Middle East, was part of the Ottoman Empire. During this period, Lebanon witnessed three regional administrations, each generating a written legacy and archives. 4 • The Emirate: The period extending from the second half of the sixteenth century until 1841 can be characterized by relative independence, where Mount Lebanon was ruled by local emirs. 5 To govern the various regions of the country, the emir, who held the title of hākim (governor), was assisted by chiefs, emirs, or sheikhs who had inherited their posts from their forefathers.
• The Qā'immaqāmat: From 1842 to 1860, Lebanon was divided into two administrative divisions (Qā'immaqāmat), each headed by an acting governor, or Qā'immaqām, appointed by the Ottoman sultan from among members of a designated family. During these periods, archival materials, including those related to official transactions, remained the personal property of the holder, and many such documents were often destroyed, burned, or damaged by insects or vermin.
6
• The Mutasarrifiyya is known also as the Autonomy Trust. During the period from 1861 until World War I, each district was governed by a pasha nominated by the Ottoman Sultan. During this period, official archives were produced, and decisions of the Board were recorded in special registers that belonged to the government.
Challenges
Loss, damage, and dispersion of family and local administrative archives are the main obstacles that hinder access to these "private" collections. The main reason arises from a cultural barrier: many archive holders, unaware or ignorant of the historical value of such material, often disposed of bulky documents or simply let them fall into disrepair. were written in the Turkish language, as well as in a combination of Turkish, Arabic, and Persian. Thus, to explore the Ottoman archives, language often proves a difficulty. The terminology used in the archives may pose an additional challenge; hence, translating such documents into a more accessible and common language 8 is important. Furthermore, restriction on access of certain sensitive documents, as for example those pertaining to the 1860 War of the Mountain, is another obstacle.
Between 1955 and 1970, an initiative to collect archival material on Lebanon dating from the period of the Ottomans was undertaken by (Emir) Maurice Chehab. Historian, founder, and head of the General Directorate of Antiquities (DGA) for over thirty years, 9 Chehab was a pioneer in collecting local administrative registers and archives of former political families. Led by Chehab, the DGA attempted to build an inventory of the available items; however, this was halted due to the outbreak of the civil war in 1975. For security reasons, the DGA's archives were moved from the DGA premises, located on the demarcation line dividing the capital city of Beirut, to the Beiteddine Palace in the Chouf mountains southeast of the city.
10 These archives subsequently were seized from the palace by Druze militias and only restored to the Lebanese State in 1999. It is unclear whether they were returned to the DGA in their entirety and, due to a lack of funds, thousands of files have not been inventoried and remain inaccessible to researchers. were addressed to the French Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 11 Political and commercial correspondence was held at consular posts in the former Ottoman Empire and in the Arab provinces, at embassies, consulates, and the office of French representatives to international organizations and commissions. Sources related to the French Mandate period also can be found at the National and Diplomatic Archives in Paris, at the Repatriated Archives of the French consulates in Arab provinces of the Ottoman Empire in Nantes, 12 and in the diplomatic archives of other countries concerned (among them Austria, Great Britain, Italy, Russia, Spain, Turkey, and Germany). 13 
The French Mandate: History

Challenges
Access to archival sources kept in France is regulated under legislation of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. Some archival documents fall under restricted access, as stipulated in ministerial decree number 80-975, article 8.
14 For researchers, traveling costs and permission to access archives in other countries can pose a geographical barrier. This restriction, to a certain extent, might be mitigated by digital access; however, because most archives use a relatively broad classification scheme, it is usually necessary to access a sought collection in person to locate a specific document. Moreover, due to their volume-approximately 4,500 boxes relating to the Arab world alone-a major part of these archives has not yet been digitized; hence, the cost of microfilm (which varies from a symbolic amount for already digitized records to a substantial cost) 15 is borne by the researcher.
Archival material in Lebanon from the French Mandate period-excluding sources held at the National Archives 16 -is in a critical situation. For example, the archives of the Railway and Public Transport Authority (RPTA), in spite of an ongoing project sponsored by the United Nations and the Train-Train, a local nongovernment organization preserving Lebanese railway heritage, 17 are abandoned in most unsuitable conditions. Around 500 boxes containing railway maps commissioned during the French Mandate period by foreign companies, as well as correspondence, passenger tickets, medical records of workers, and so forth, remain in a precarious situation, stored on premises that are most inappropriate and unsuitable for their preservation.
Lebanon since Independence in 1943: History & Challenges
Independence was declared and the Republic of Lebanon was proclaimed three years prior to the final withdrawal of French troops in 1946.
18 Documents related to this period are held by Lebanese governmental institutions. The main problem with accessing such records is decentralization, as archival collections are held and maintained by each individual municipality and most municipalities have no inventories. For example, at the municipality of Jounieh (16 km north of Beirut), around 600 jute bags of records are waiting to be processed; and, to access the archival collection at the municipality of Sidon (40 km south of Beirut), a researcher needs to travel there in person.
Additional Sources of Archives
In addition to the sources of official documents and government archives discussed above, there are three main entities that have produced and now hold archival sources; namely, the audiovisual media, the written press, and the religious institutions.
• Audiovisual Media. The government-controlled radio and television stations Radio Orient and Télé Liban were founded in 1938 19 and 1959, 20 respectively, and are under the directive of the Ministry of Information. Given the uniqueness of the archival material available, its scarcity, and the importance of the period covered in the history of the country, conversion from an obsolete format, which in most cases makes access nearly impossible, is imperative. The majority of these stations are owned and operated by political parties. Their aim is to promote a political agenda through broadcasting their respective opinions and beliefs. Access to the archives of such political and cultural media sources are through each affiliated organization. Certainly, a vast number of volumes of archival documents relating to Lebanon that were produced locally and regionally are closely linked to the political, administrative, and ethnic history of the country, but several factors hinder access to these archival sources.
Content Distortion
In addition to the difficulties in accessing archives as described, a significant obstacle to be considered when accessing archival sources is distortion of content, referring to situations when archival materials have been altered from their original state, a process that might occur during the initial or subsequent publication of a collection. This problem is explained below, through a case study of a particular donation received by the American University of Beirut University Libraries (AUB-UL) in 2014.
The Collection
The Hekmat Kassir 31 donation, comprising 250 print volumes and 500 microfilm reels from French diplomatic archives, was presented to the AUB-UL in March 2014. Abdo Kassir, son of the donor, Hekmat Kassir, informed AUB-UL that the collection was composed of copies his father made from the French National Archives for his own cultural center of documents. The majority of the boxes containing print volumes and documents carried labels mentioning the name "Adel Ismail." Ismail, a former ambassador and permanent delegate to UNESCO, coauthored two sets of monographs with Maurice Chehab 32 (mentioned previously in this paper) between 1975 and 1983.
Hekmat Kassir had permitted Ismail access to some of these documents, which were published by Ismail as working papers. However, questions have arisen regarding the way Ismail had accessed the archives and documents for publication, and subsequently whether the AUB-UL had the right to accept this collection, especially because in the preamble to the first volume 33 of the first set of Documents diplomatiques et consulaires relatifs à l'histoire du Liban et des pays du Proche-Orient du XVII siècle à nos jours, Chehab stated that "the precious documents collected for our National Archives by Ambassador Adil Ismail constitute a contribution that will enrich the history of Lebanon [… and] we have provided the necessary means so he [could] carry out this task."
To verify that the collection was not part of the DGA archives gathered by Chehab, this author contacted Suzie Hakimian, former curator at the National Museum, Beirut, and assistant to Chehab at that time, and Anne-Marie Afeich, present curator. They confirmed that Chehab had funded the publication of the documents but not the digitization process. Moreover, Abdo Kassir, son of the donor, Hekmat Kassir, explained: "My father funded the project and part of the findings was published by Ismail [,] but the originals were my father's property," he confirmed in an e-mail received on October 17, 2014. 34 A document written by the donor and enclosed within the collection describes an estimated 300 additional reels of microfilm that had been offered by Ismail to the Ministry of Education but never were processed or made available to researchers, which suggests a certain level of negligence in the handling of archival material related to the history of Lebanon.
The Controversy
Among the sources in the 2014 donated collection were two large files of diplomatic archival records that Ismail had transcribed, along with his editorial note and annotations. They comprise small sections of both his 37-volume published series of diplomatic documents and his later 4-volume series. In these documents, some paragraphs had been crossed out or removed-covered with glued-on blank slips of paper. 35 Ismail appears to reshape the text by suppressing the Christian presence in the events that the French diplomatic documents were describing. In his criticism, Hokayem gave proof of text manipulation, including truncated strings of characters, when comparing the original documents at the French National Archives and the selection published by Ismail in his 37-volume set. In this pamphlet, Hokayem stated that Ismail misled readers by failing to indicate-through the use of brackets and dots (…) or other symbols-omitted words, phrases, or segments of text, although in his introduction to Etude critique sur les documents diplomatiques et consulaires de 'Adel Ismail, Ismail clearly stated that the documents had been published "in extenso"-in full, complete, and in their original content. 38 Hokayem questioned the criteria Ismail had used, describing the selection of documents as "arbitrary" or even "directed." He claimed that Ismail suppressed paragraphs with a Christian connotation (Church, Mass celebration or Holy See, and the like). In his defense, Ismail stated that selection had been inevitable due to the vast quantity of documents; he also claimed that this practice is similar to the British government's so-called The White Book, where selective collections of documents are published by the government. Ismail accused Hokayem of attacking him for political reasons, confessional differences, and professional rivalry. In his answer to Ismail's argument, Hokayem stressed that governments do practice censorship only as authorities producing their own documents.
Similar to what Hokayem stated, when analyzing the 2014 donation, the name of Saint Louis, who led the Seventh Crusade to the Holy Land (1248-1254), as well as the terms "prayers" and "churches," are missing in the first document. However, the part that was omitted in Ismail's previous transcription was reintegrated in the printed version. The content that was previously deleted from the transcribed text had been reinstated in the published version.
This case study unveiled an additional element to the controversy. Following a comparison of the available transcribed documents and editorial notes donated to AUB (represented by images 2 and 5 shown above) with the published version in Ismail's four-volume set of 1988, it appears that the suppressed parts of both documents were reincorporated into the later publication. This suggests that even if Ismail did not publicly admit to inaccuracies in the first publications of 37 volumes, 41 the controversy between the two historians may have played a role in Ismail's reconsidering and reinstating paragraphs he initially had intended to suppress in the 1988 publication, which came out three years after the debate.
Conclusion
Endangered archives are not only a matter of protecting the physical documents from disasters, wars, or floods; the way one approaches or reveals a hidden collection may harm it. Given the unstable nature of the Middle East, serious steps toward safeguarding primary source documents, preserving the written heritage, and 41 . See footnote 32.
providing the opportunity of checking the veracity of published works are needed. However, distortion of content and censorship represent threats to this outcome, along with other factors hindering the access to archival material. If Ismail had omitted one phrase from his introduction, "in extenso," explaining the omissions he applied to the original text, he would have avoided a faulty methodological practice and 40 years of undermined work, including collecting, transcribing, and publishing documents relevant to the history of Lebanon.
The situation described above illustrates some of the challenges facing academic libraries, librarians, and archivists in Lebanon in their efforts to safeguard fragments of a dispersed written record of importance to national heritage. It also emphasizes the role played by academic private institutions in making a variety of collections accessible to the generations of students and researchers to come. The paper also witnesses the importance of primary sources, which represent evidence of the past, as well as the importance of ascertaining their integrity. At a later stage, a new project is anticipated that is rooted in the situation described here, whose goal is to establish an index of archival material on Lebanon available both locally and abroad.
